





Water Framework Directive Y% =
across Europe

Mational and International

River Basin Districts

Submissions in accordance with Article 3
of the Water Framework Directive

Varsion 22032007

Hatonal Rresr Bapin Dintricts

Azcews [PT

{within BT Firnmmehl

Mational River Basin Disticts |
{outside ELIT
Tz Imbernatonal River Basin Dissncts @
feithin ELIZT)
Internatonal Rver Basin :_._-.--1,'-'
{outside ELIZT
Coastsl Waters!d - "] .
x - Cananes [ES)

REBD baundsry
Country border

EUdT bouncary

Bl prodiuced by Wic, LK o Behall of :
Eurcpasn Comemsion®, DG Emdrareesal, March 2207 A F P .
G -

Guassioupe (FR

n
Martragque (PR}

French Ganana (FR)




WAV ALY

Nater Framework Directive in the UK
e | 11 River Basins in UK
Quantity, Quality & Form
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Overall Aim
‘achieve good status’ by 2015
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gnificant issues

|Issues we need to tackle Wate[ fOf llfe
to reach good status and livelihood:

6-8 significant issues per

River Basin District e d
significant water management issues
Flagged Iand based Severn River Basin District
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Nutrients
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racterise/ Assess Risks
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Ve’ve got our river basin liaison panel to
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hat are the priorities?

* Maximise ecological
Improvements (GES, GEP)

* No deterioration
* European Directives
* Habitats
* Drinking water supplies
* Bathing waters
* Fisheries




and use solutions

» Changes to land use can deliver major improvements
If they are:

 Planned at the catchment scale

* Targeted in implementation



lassification

 New scheme ‘raising the bar’

» Risk-based monitoring

* From 6 to 30+ elements

» Biological, Chemical & Physical elements

* ‘One out all out’



Ecological quality
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Overall status by length (km)

Confidence of being less than good
status by length (km)
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Proportion of river water bodies in each status, by
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Farly Outcomes

Dissolved

Ammonia
Oxygen

Phosphate
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IRST CYCLE AMBITION

2008 y
River Km @ GES/P 17% :

Water Bodies @ GES/P 23% .
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ydromorphology

B \WFD requires us to protect and restore the physical
condition of water bodies

B Achieved through better land management, regulation
Incentives, good practice, voluntary mechanisms

B Sediment IS a major issue



 Nitrates, Diffuse Water Pollution from
Agriculture

 Main measures to combat nutrients and
sediment from agriculture

* Positive effect on other pressures —
sediments, faecal indicator organisms,
pesticides

and
e Catchment Sensitive Farmina



ence of poor biology?

Diatoms

% of rural
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status for phosphate

rivers

B Yes @ No

Macrophytes Diatoms and
macrophytes

81% of rural rivers
that have poor
phosphate status
show no evidence of
poor biology

status for phosphate
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Evidence of poor biology?

% of river length
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14% of urban rivers
that have poor
phosphate status
show evidence of
poor biology
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86% of urban rivers
that have poor
phosphate status
show no evidence of
poor biology
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